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Adams; Dean M.N. Swamy; Prof. J.C. Giguere; Prof. A. Crossman; Ms. 
E. Bolton; Prof. A. Deland; Prof. J.D. McLaughlin; Prof. J.W. Moore; 
Dean W.E. Akin; Prof. M. Verthuy; Prof. A. Dickie; Prof. E.N. West; 
Dean L.J. Boyle; Dean S.G. French; Ms. L. MacDonald;. Mr. M. 
MacDonald; Mr. D. Hedmann; Mr. E. Brikis; Prof. J. Goodwin; Prof. C. 
Potter; Prof. H. Shulman; Dr. R.E. Wall; Prof. R. Tittler; Prof. M. 
Baldwin; Dr. P.E. Filion; Prof. J.H. Whitelaw; Ms. C. Main; Prof. T. 
Nogrady; Prof. D. Frost; Prof. K. Waters; Ms. M. Brown; Mr. J. 
Robertson, Mr. G. Horn 


ABSENT WITH REGRETS; Prof. A. Jordan; Prof. T. Gray; Prof. G. Gross; Dr. 
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R. Breen; Dr. M. Despland; Mr. E. Blitstein; Dean 
M. Cohen; Dean M. Flynn 


Call to order 
The meeting was called to order at 2:20 p.m. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that the first part of the meeting was a "Closed 
Session" to deal with Honorary Degree nominations. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
XISTRIS, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF FEBRUARY 
24, 1978, BE APPROVED. 

- MOTION CARRIED - 


Chairman's Remarks 


Dr. O'Brien advised that the Board of Governors has approved the 
recommendations submitted by Senate on "small units such as colleges" and 
has designated two of the units to begin operation in September 1978. The 
others are to begin operation presumably later when separate decisions to 
that effect are made. The specific resolutions which were passed by the 
Board of Governors have been circulated to Senators. 


Question Period 


Responding to a question concerning the Journalism Programme, Dr. Akin 
advised that he was not aware of a consideration presently being given to 
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the possibility of moving the Programme to the Loyola campus. He 
explained that this was a programme and not a department, which Reports 
directly to the Dean's Office. The Director of the Journalism programme has 
resigned and among the options being considered was the possibility of 
affiliating the Programme with some other department. However, no 
decisions have been made up to this point in time. A Committee has been set 
up, under the chairmanship of one of the Assistant Deans, to begin the 
process of looking for a replacement for the - Director, and he hoped that 
the Committee would be able within the next two weeks to begin to consider 
candidates for that position. 


Concerning Concordia's Brief to the Commission d'Etude sur les 
Universit6s, Dr. O'Brien advised that the Senate Committee on Priorities 
and Resource Allocation was working on it and he expected that the 
document would come to Senate for consideration at the April 28, 1978 
meeting. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Concern was expressed over plans by Gulf Oil Company to demolish the 
building attached to the Centennial Building on Sherbrooke St. West and to 
build a self-service gas complex on that location. The N.D.G. Tenants 
Association has begun a campaign to prevent demolition of the building 
which contains four apartments, and which provides low income housing 
for some students who were presently living there. 


It was also pointed out that a grocery store on the ground floor serves 
people in the Centennial Building, as well as Concordia students in the 
Student Residence across the street. The Tenants Association and the 
Student Senators felt that it was not in the interests of the Loyola community 
and the N.D.G. community that the demolition of the building should 
occur. 


Mr. Hedmann asked if Senate was prepared to entertain a motion under item 
VII, b) - Priority Business, the content of which would be directed to Gulf 
Oil by Senate. 


Objection was voiced to the above request, it being argued that the Senate 
was the senior academic body of the University to deal with academic 
matters affecting the University, and from what has been presented so far it 
did not seem that the item was an academic matter. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that there was no very clear cut Senate rule on this but 
it would obviously be accepted if there had been unanimous agreement. In 
the absence of that, he would like to have a vote in order to be guided on the 
matter. 


It was wondered if there was not some other body in the University to 
which Mr. Hedmann should be addressing the problem, and while it may be 
something which would be worth considering in the University, the feeling 
was expressed that Senate may not be the place to do that. 


Ag 
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While it was realized that Senate was a body designed essentially to deal 
with academic matters, it was argued that Senate had in the past dealt with 
non-academic matters. 


With respect to the question of whether the problem might be addressed 
elsewhere, Dr. O'Brien advised that at the senior level of the University, the 
possibilities that occurred to him were the Board of Governors, or 
C.C.S.L., depending on the thrust of the concern. 


Dr. O'Brien stated that personally he had no doubt that the item could 
appear on the Senate agenda and that Senate could discuss this item as much 
as many of the other matters that it discusses that were not strictly or 
narrowly academic. The problem was that if a motion was to be presented in 
must appear on the agenda. 


The feeling was expressed that while the item should be placed on the 
agenda it should not be placed under Priority Business. Rather, it should be 
placed under Previous Business following the items concerning the Library 
Reports and small units such as "colleges". 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ROBERTSON, SECONDED BY MR. 
HEDMANN, THAT THE ITEM BE PLACED ON THE AGENDA AS A 
SPECIAL ITEM FOLLOWING ITEM VIII, b). 

- MOTION CARRIED - 


Curriculum changes 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. WALL, SECONDED BY PROF. XISTRIS, 
THAT SENATE APPROVE THE RECOMMENDATION FROM THE 
ARTS AND SCIENCE FACULTY COUNCIL CONCERNING 
ENGLISH S211, $212, AND $213 (DOC-US-78-4-Dl). 


A question was raised concerning the numbers of the proposed two 3 credit 
English courses, the concern being that these two numbers may have been 
used in the past. Dr. O'Brien advised that while the numbering was 
essentially an editorial matter, the question was well taken and should be 
looked into. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


In presenting the curriculum changes for Summer courses (1978) from the 
Faculty of Arts and Science (DOC-US-78-4-D2), Dr. Wall advised that the 
Geography courses which were included in the descriptions, had been left 
out of the summary page and page | of document US-78-4-D2 should be 
corrected accordingly. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. WALL, SECONDED BY PROF. XISTRIS, 
THAT THE REPORT FROM THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE 
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CONCERNING SUMMER COURSES FOR 1978 (DOC-US-78-4-D2), 
AS CORRECTED, BE APPROVED. 


Dean French advised that the graduate courses which appear in the 
document have not been received or considered by the Board of Graduate 
Studies. Re was specifically referring to courses in Communication Studies 
and English. Dean Akin advised that the Communication Studies courses 
being referred to were courses in the Diploma Programme and as such, have 
already been approved and were in the Graduate Calendar as topics. They 
were-in the document CUS-78-4-D2) for approval, not as Diploma courses, 
but as the undergraduate component of them. Concerning the numbering of 
Biology 595A, it was stated that that was a legitimate undergraduate Loyola 
number and it was explained that while all of the Loyola course numbers in 
Arts were converted to the 200, 300, and 400 numbers, at that time the 
course numbers in Science at Loyola were not and have not yet been 
converted. 


Prof. Whitelaw explained that Senate was essentially receiving a number of 
courses which. were being offered once only in the Summer Session, 1978, 
and the procedure in the past has been to present those courses, in a sense, 
for information. However, since there has been growing scrutiny by. 
outside agencies concerning the legitimacy of courses that appear on 
people's transcripts, we want to be sure that those courses have been seen 
by Senate. He emphasized that these would not become part of the general 
corpus of courses in the undergraduate Calendar until they have gone 
through the normal process. 


Senate was advised that the numbering system for the undergraduate science 
courses on the Loyola campus has now been sorted out and it was only a 
question as to when these standard course numbers would appear in the 
Calendar. 

- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


C.U.S.A. Library Committee Report 


Dr. O'Brien explained that one resolution had been passed under this 
heading at the last Senate meeting and there was notice for two additional 
motions to be considered today. Dr. O'Brien advised that the following 
editorial changes should be made to document US-78-4-D3: 1) The second 
paragraph was to be deleted; 2) The third paragraph was to be changed to 
read "Whereas the C.U.S.A. Library Report has clearly indicated that the 
money spent by the University on the Libraries in recent years has not been 
enough for the Concordia Library System to adequately or satisfactorily 
meet the needs of the faculty and students at Concordia." 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. HEDMANNI, SECONDED BY MR. 
ROBERTSON THAT: 


WHEREAS THE C.U.S.A. LIBRARY REPORT HAS INDICATED AN 
ACUTE SHORTAGE OF STUDY SPACE ON BOTH CAMPUSES OF 
CONCORDIA, 


WHEREAS AN OVERWHELMING MAJORITY OF STUDENTS 
SURVEYED IN C.U.S.A. LIBRARY QUESTIONNAIRES AND THE 
L.S.A. LIBRARY QUESTIONNAIRES HAVE INDICATED THAT 
ADDITIONAL STUDY SPACE SHOULD BE MADE AVAILABLE TO 
THE UNIVERSITY, 


BE IT RESOLVED THAT SENATE RECOMMENDS TO THE 
PHYSICAL RESOURCES EVALUATION TEAM (P.R.E.T.), TO THE 
SPACE PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE, AND TO THE 
COMMITTEE ON PRIORITIES AND RESOURCE ALLOCATION THAT 
HIGH PRIORITY SHOULD BE GIVEN TO INCREASING AND 
CREATING ADDITIONAL STUDY SPACE ON BOTH CAMPUSES. 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT WHEN SPACE ON EITHER 
CAMPUS IS VACATED OR NEW SPACE CREATED, THAT A HIGH 
PRIORITY BE GIVEN TO THE ALLOCATION OF SPACE FOR STUDY 
PURPOSES. 


In presenting the resolution (DOC-US-78-4-D3), Mr. Hedmann explained 
that essentially it was to make the Physical Resources Evaluation Team, the 
Space Planning Advisory Committee, and the Committee on Priorities and 
Resource Allocation aware of the critical shortage of study space in the 
University and that this should be kept in mind whenever space becomes 
available through the movement of departments, etc., or when new space 
was created. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that on the $.G.W. Campus the space which may 
become available in the foreseeable future was on the fifth floor of the Hall 
Building and in a few-of the annexes which w-ill become available once the 
Fine Arts Faculty-was able to move into its new quarters. This meant that 
there was a possibility of giving effect to the recommendation in the coming 
months on the S.G.W. Campus. 


However, on the Loyola Campus at this point there was no space visibly in 
the offing forthcoming and therefore in that context, this was a resolution to 
be kept in mind in the abstract as circumstances may evolve. 


Responding to a question concerning the possibility of freeing classrooms 
for study space, Mr. Adams, University Registrar, advised that 7,hile the 
classroom space was being utilized extensively, the concept of freeing a 
room for a few hours, as has been done in the past, could be considered. 
He explained that one difficulty that was being encountered presently was 
the development of specialized study space where rooms were becoming 
identified for special things thereby causing problems in utilization. Also, to 
find a room that could be vacated on a long term basis was extremely 
difficult. 
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Concerning the possibility of producing a timetable listing of classrooms 
which were free, Dr. O'Brien felt that nothing could done in that respect 
until September because until registration was over, classroom assignments 
were continuously changing. At this point, all that could be done was to ask 
the Registrar to take note-of the question and to review the situation in 
September to see if some arrangement could be made to officially give 
notice of rooms which might be available on both campuses at that point. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. HEDMANN, SECONDED BY MR. 
ROBERTSON, THAT: 


WHEREAS THE LIBRARY IS THE HEART OF THE UNIVERSITY, 


WHEREAS THE WHOLE EDUCATION PROCESS GRAVITATES 
AROUND THE LIBRARIES' ABILITY AND POTENTIAL TO ENABLE 
FACULTY AND STUDENTS TO CONDUCT THEIR RESEARCH AS 
EFFICIENTLY AS POSSIBLE, 


WHEREAS THE C.U.S.A. LIBRARY REPORT HAS CLEARLY 
INDICATED THAT THE MONEY SPENT BY THE UNIVERSITY ON 
THE LIBRARIES IN RECENT YEARS HAS NOT BEEN ENOUGH 
FOR THE CONCORDIA LIBRARY SYSTEM TO ADEQUATELY OR 
SATISFACTORILY MEET THE NEEDS OF THE FACULTY AND 
STUDENTS AT CONCORDIA, 


WHEREAS THE C.U.S.A. FACULTY QUESTIONNAIRE HAS 
INDICATED THAT FACULTY MEMBERS ARE DESIROUS THAT 
MORE MONEY BE SPENT ON THE CONCORDIA LIBRARY 
SYSTEM, 


WHEREAS PERIODICAL SUBSCRIPTIONS ARE LAPSING 
BECAUSE DEPARTMENTS HAVE INSUFFICIENT FUNDS TO 
MAINTAIN THEM, 


BE IT RESOLVED THAT SENATE ADVISE THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS THAT 8.2% OF THE UNIVERSITY OPERATING 
BUDGET SHOULD BE THE MINIMUM ALLOCATED TO THE 
CONCORDIA LIBRARY SYSTEM 1978-79, 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT THIS PERCENTAGE SHOULD 
BE INCREASED TO A MINIMUM OF 8.7% OF THE UNIVERSITY 
OPERATING BUDGET IN 1979-80, 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT SHOULD NEW MONEY 
ACCRUE TO THE UNIVERSITY FROM T111E QUEBEC 
GOVERNMENT IN THE FORM OF INCREASED GRANTS PER FULL 
TIME EQUIVALENT STUDENTS, THAT 10% OF THIS NEW MONEY 
SHOULD BE ALLOCATED TO THE CONCORDIA LIBRARY SYSTEM. 


Concerning the actual resolutions in the last three paragraphs, Dr. O'Brien 
explained that in the financial context . we still did not know what the 
University grants would be for the next year. On the one hand, there was 
every indication that there would be some special financial treatment handed 
out to Concordia. Unfortunately, we have, for the past two years, been 
assuming this would happen and we have been overspending at the rate of 
three million dollars per year. Consequently, the special financial treatment 
would allow us to actually pay the bills that go with the current level of 
spending, rather than give us any margin for additional spending. 


On the other hand, it was equally clear that there was going to be a general 
system-wide cutback on all of the Universities in Quebec, so that what will 
be gained in terms of improvement in our financial position, will be partly 
lost as a result of that overall cutback. Where all of this would fall out in 
terms of what our budget will be for next year was still impossible to say, 
but we would likely end up simply by continuing our present level of 
expenditure, with a deficit, although not as large a deficit as we have been 
recently carrying. 


In that sense, the resolutions were not very likely to be of practical 
application for 1978/79. 


Dr. O'Brien further explained that the proposition in the third last paragraph 
of document US-78-4-D4 was a proposition to shift about two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars from somewhere else in the University to the Library 
spending. 


The feeling was expressed that it would be impossible to vote positively for 
the motion as presently worded, even though one was totally convinced that 
the University should continue and increase, if possible, the priority 
standing of the Library in the expenditures of the University. It was 
suggested that the motion be worded similarly to the previous motion just 
approved. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED 
BY DEAN SWAMY, THAT THE LAST THREE PARAGRAPHS IN 
DOCUMENT US-78-4-D4 BE REPLACED BY: 


BE IT RESOLVED THAT A HIGH PRIORITY BE GIVEN TO 
INCREASING THE FUNDS ALLOCATED TO THE CONCORDIA 
LIBRARY SYSTEM. 


Dean French advised that since 1970 or 1971 the Board of Graduate Studies 
has appraised each year a number of the graduate programmes and one of 
the things looked at during these appraisals was the number of books in the 
Library holdings for the particular discipline. Although in the first years 
virtually every appraisal for graduate programmes pointed out that the 
library holdings were absurd in the context of giving a particular 
programme, in recent years, again after a thorough study, the conclusion 
has been that the library holdings were not all that bad, particularly given the 
access to other university libraries in the City of Montreal. Insofar as he was 


concerned, over the past seven years, the library situation has measurably 
improved to a point where, in many ways, it was adequate. 


With reference to the second paragraph in document US-78-4-D4, Dean 
French expressed the feeling that the pressure on the part of students, 
faculty, and Senate, should be directed against the Ministry of Education 
rather than against the existing budget of the University which could barely 
cope with other existing priorities. 


The mover and seconder agreed to the following suggested change in the 
wording of the amendment: 


"BE IT RESOLVED THAT SENATE RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD 
OF GOVERNORS .... 


It was argued that while the data contained in the C.U.S.A. Library 
Committee Report (DOC-US-78-3-D2) was valid, the conclusions drawn 
from that data were not necessarily so. An example of this was the high 
ranking of Bishops University in the tables in the Report. Bishops appeared 
in that high position, not because someone decided to put more money into 
the Library, but rather because of the decline in student enrolment. It was 
explained that the Library at Bishops University was built to service 
something like twelve hundred University students whereas at the moment it 
services half that number of University students. This meant that inevitably 
the books per student would have doubled. 


An equally valid fact, which did not show in the C.U.S.A. Report, was that 
the Champlain College students on the Bishops campus use the Bishops 
University Library. Those students were not in the statistics and 
consequently one would have to question the rank in the position of 
Bishops University as shown in the data. 


With respect to the Library book budget, Dr. O'Brien advised that three 
years ago as a result of similar debates it was said that the Library was 
absolutely the highest priority and in the reorganizing and setting up 
Concordia it should be given that high priority and we should make a 
tremendous push in that area. That was done by increasing the acquisitions 
budget from eight hundred thousand to one million two hundred thousand 
dollars. Because of the massive size in the increase, not too surprisingly, 
the Library was not able to suddenly increase its ordering by fifty percent in 
one year and the money that was not spent was allowed to be carried over. 
Again, he emphasized that there was a massive push made to raise the 
budget to one million two hundred thousand dollars where it has remained. 
The budget was not increased the following year because it was part of the 
condition of the increase that it was to stay at that level for a certain time. He 
stated that if in fact in the first year, because of the sudden increase and the 
strikes in the Library, much less than one million two hundred thousand 
dollars worth of books was bought and therefore during the past year 
something like one million six hundred thousand dollars worth was bought, 
he did not see any likelyhood that level of acquisitions could simply now be 
raised to one million six hundred thousand dollars and stay at that plateau. If 
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it was to be, it would mean the kinds of massive reallocation of money 
referred to earlier. 


Prof. Bordan advised that the part of the University budget that included 
such things as Library purchases has barely risen over the last three to five 
years and the effects on inflation have been felt on that part of the budget in 
every faculty and departmental budget throughout the University. This 
meant that all of the things other than salaries have been, in fact, 
consistently compressed over the last three or four years and such things as 
laboratory supplies, classroom supplies, etc., have suffered from inflation 
in exactly the same way as the Library purchasing power has suffered. 
What was being asked for was a transfer from that part of the budget to a 
subset of it in the Library and Prof. Bordan considered that to be a totally 
unrealistic thing. What was being requested could not be accomplished 
without a major injection of new money. While he was prepared to say that 
the Libraries were exceedingly important and were among the very high 
priority items, they must in fact be balanced off with the other high priority 
items in a progressively decreasing amount of money in terms of real 
buying power. 


It was stated that while the problem was mainly in the hands of the Quebec 
Government, by approving the resolutions as amended, the University 
would make its feelings known vis-a-vis the Library. Also, while it was 
fine to say that a massive reallocation in the budget could not be made at this 
time, we none-the-less have to tell the Government one way or the other 
what the present situation was and that we are concerned about it. 


THE AMENDMENT, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


Senate Library Committee Report 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BALDWIN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
GIGUERE, THAT THE REPORT FROM THE SENATE LIBRARY 
COMMITTEE (DOC-US-78-4-D9), BE RECEIVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED. - 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BALDWIN, SECONDED BY MR. 
HEDMANN, THAT RECOMMENDATION 1, ON PAGE 2 OF THE 
REPORT FROM THE SENATE LIBRARY COMMITTEE 
(DOC-US-78-4D9), BE APPROVED. 


Responding to a question concerning the week-end hours, Prof. Baldwin 
explained that the motion approved by Senate at the last meeting applied to 
only one library on each campus and it was the feeling of the Senate Library 
Committee that the Norris Library, the Science and Engineering Library, 
and the Vanier Library should-all be functional on week-ends. 
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Concerning the Drummond Science Library on the Loyola Campus, it was 
explained that that Library was ordinarily open for an extended period 
during examinations. Senate was further advised that all available statistical 
data on the use of the Drummond Science Library seemed to indicate that it 
was an under-utilized Library and for that reason at certain periods it did not 
get the same treatment as the others and was not included in item a), 
Resolution 1. 


With respect to item c, Resolution 1 (DOC-US-78-4-D9), the Library 
Administration was cautioned against using low attendance times, such as 
the months of September and October, when undertaking its evaluation of 
the utilization of the Drummond Science Library. Also, when any evaluation 
was done, it should be compared to similar periods in other years. 


It was explained that the intent was to monitor the library attendance over a 
period of a year in order to determine the pattern of student use, with a view 
to future changes. Also, the monitoring and evaluation would be done over 
the whole day and the whole week, in relation to examination periods and 
other factors which were a regular feature of the Academic year. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


In presenting Recommendation 2.1 (DOC-US-78-4-D9), Prof. Baldwin 
explained that this item essentially related to changes-in the Loans Policy 
and the first area which was looked at by the Library Committee was the 
question of the fine structure. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BALDWIN, SECONDED BY MR. BRIKIS, 
THAT RECOMMENDATION 2.1, ON PAGE 3 OF THE REPORT FROM 
THE SENATE LIBRARY COMMITTEE (DOC-US-78-4-D9), BE 
APPROVED. 


Concern was expressed over the terminology "fine structure", it being felt 
that this really should be referred to as a fee for use of the books. However 
it was explained that traditionally this has been spoken of as a fine. 


It was suggested that to make it more easily understood, the wording should 
be changed to read: "a) 10 cents per day for the first three days; b) $1.00 for 
the fourth day; and c) $1.25 for the fifth day and each day thereafter, 
cumulative to the maximum of $10.00". 


Prof. Baldwin advised that the intent was that anything to be published 
should be in the spirit of the recommendations but that the Library should 
work out a better terminology in so far as the wording was concerned. 


It was hoped that the Library Administration would undertake in September 
to widely publicize changes in the fine structure. 
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Concern was expressed over the wording of the last paragraph in 
Recommendation 2.1 (DOC-US-78-4-D9), it being stated that as presently 
worded, after one year, there would be no fine policy in effect. 


The mover and seconder of the motion agreed to change the wording of the 
last paragraph in Recommendation 2.1 (DOC-US-78-4-D9), to read: 


"THAT THIS CHANGE IN POLICY BE IN EFFECT UNTIL SUCH 
TIME AS CHANGED, BUT AFTER ONE YEAR, IT SHOULD BE 
EVALUATED BY THE LIBRARY AND APPROPRIATE 
RECOMMENDATIONS BE PRESENTED TO THE SENATE LIBRARY 
COMMITTEE". 


THE MOTION, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BALDWIN, SECONDED BY MR. BRIKIS, 
THAT RECOMMENDATION 2.2, ON PAGES 3 AND 4 OF THE 
REPORT FROM THE SENATE LIBRARY COMMITTEE 
(DOC-US-78-4-D9), BE APPROVED. 


The mover and seconder of the motion agreed to change the wording of the 
last paragraph in Recommendation 2.2, to read: 


"THAT THIS CHANGE IN POLICY BE IN EFFECT UNTIL SUCH 
TIME AS CHANGED, BUT AFTER ONE YEAR, IT SHOULD BE 
EVALUATED BY THE LIBRARY AND APPROPRIATE 
RECOMMENDATIONS BE PRESENTED TO THE SENATE LIBRARY 
COMMITTEE". 


THE MOTION, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BALDWIN, SECONDED BY DR. WALL, 
THAT RECOMMENDATION 2.3, ON PAGE 4 OF THE REPORT FROM 
THE SENATE LIBRARY COMMITTEE (DOC-US-784-D9), BE 
APPROVED. 


In presenting the recommendation, Prof. Baldwin explained that it 
represented a compromise in order to solve the problem of access to 
periodicals from both campuses, in a limited way. Also, it was in the spirit 
of a recommendation adopted by the Arts and Science Faculty Council a few 
months ago. 


It was presumed that there would be some kind of penalty imposed on users 
who might abuse the privilege of being allowed to take bound periodicals 
and microforms out of the Library for xeroxing and it was argued that in so 
far as collecting fines was concerned, while the Library had a real leverage 
on students in terms of withholding degrees, transcripts, etc., there was no 
similar leverage with respect to faculty members. It was suggested that a 
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possible penalty for faculty members might be to withdraw borrowing 
privileges. 


The feeling was expressed that the issue raised above had to do with fines 
rather than with the motion that was on the floor which concerned 
circulation of bound periodicals and microforms. 


Dr. O'Brien felt that while the issue was not specifically related to the 
motion on the floor, none-the-less the Senate Library Committee should 
take note of the fact that it has been raised and that it should be considered 
by the Committee along with other matters yet to be dealt with. 


It was stated that the question of borrowing peri6dicals was a very serious 
problem. In practical terms there were substantial numbers of periodicals on 
one campus or the other which effectively were inaccessible to faculty and 
students on the other campus. That problem was going to increase with the 
increasing merger of periodical subscriptions and with increasing costs for 
periodicals. It was hoped that the motion would be passed as the very 
minimum that could be done towards solving the problem of access under 
the present circumstances. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


Prof. Baldwin explained that the remaining items in the Report from the 
Senate Library Committee (DOC-US-78-4-D9) were essentially for the 
information of Senate. 


Adjournment 


The meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m. due to the lack of a Quorum. 


It was stated that it was unfortunate that the meeting was not able to 
continue, the feeling being expressed that it was important for the "colleges" 
to be able 

to make some kind of statement today about their particular names. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that the technical situation around the "colleges" was 
that they have interim names which they were perfectly free to use if they 
saw fit to do so. 


Notice 


Dr. Wall gave notice that he would request a special meeting of Senate on 
Friday, April 7, 1978, at 2:00 p.m. 


J. Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


